WHAT THEN DO WE DEFEND?
Absolute principles are reduced to absurdity in this
connection by the facts of history. The migrations, the
invasions, the overlappings date back to pre-history.
It is a fact that the English in America have driven
back or driven out the native by cruelties and feroci-
ties that were sometimes unspeakable, just as the
Scandinavians and the Germans drove back the native
Briton: and the Norman, at a later date, imposed his
rule upon the previous invader. It is plainly ridiculous
to suppose that a sponge can be passed over centuries
of history because an 'invader has no rights'*
Self-determination, as we were reading it during the
War, and as some of us continue to read it, ignores
historical fact as completely as would the demand of
the Red Indian tribes still existing in North America
that the invaders of New York and Chicago should
kindly go back home. Conditions, good, bad or in-
different, have been created by past events, and it is
those conditions with which we have to grapple. One
of the conditions is that the welfare, the very existence
of individuals on one side of the world are dependent
upon what is done by certain individuals on the other
side of the world. Aiid as a matter of very elementary
morals, of the most rudimentary social obligation, the
one group must guide its conduct in some degree
by the effect which its conduct may have upon the
other.
This is all surely self-evident. Yet the problem of
political nationalism, self-determination, imperialism,
is too often discussed as though these plain facts were
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